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The Examiner has finally rejected all of the pending claims (i.e., claims 1-8 and 
1 1-22) under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by Honkasalo, et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,101,176). Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner has erred in 
concluding that the pending claims read on Honkasalo. Applicants therefore respectfully 
request that the Panel review this rejection in view of the following comments. 

Conventional public long code masks are generated using a base station identifier, 
a pseudo-noise offset, and a Walsh code. For example, a mobile unit that has established 
a first wireless communication link with a first base station (BS1), with a first PN offset 
(PN_Offsetl), on a first carrier frequency (Fl) using a first Walsh code (Wl) may have a 
public long code mask of [BS1, PN_Offsetl,Wl], However, the conventional techniques 
for generating public long code masks can lead to collisions during handoffs such as 
inter-frequency handoffs. See Patent Application, page 4, lines 1-23. 

To address this drawback in the conventional practice, the pending claims set 
forth, inter alia, generating a code mask for coding transmissions over a traffic channel 
based on a frequency differentiator indicative of a first frequency range that is one of 
multiple supported frequency ranges . The pending claims also set forth in generating the 
code mask using a band class differentiator indicative of a band class, and a traffic 
channel differentiator indicative of a traffic channel. Including the frequency 
differentiator in the information used to form the code mask can reduce the probability of 
collisions during inter-frequency handoffs because code masks generated for different 
frequency ranges will have different values of the frequency differentiator. See Patent 
Application, page 9, line 6-page 10, line 2. 
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Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner has erred in concluding that 
Honkasalo describes or suggests using a frequency differentiator to form a code mask . 

First, Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner has erred in concluding 
that the synchronization channel bits 920 are frequency differentiators. Honkasalo 
describes a synchronization channel generator 904 that passes synchronization channel 
bits 920 through a convolutional encoder 922, symbol repetition 924, and a block 
interleaver 926 to create a modulation symbol. See Hankalsalo, col. 29, line 59-col. 30, 
line 6. Thus, Applicants respectfully submit that the synchronization channel bits 920 are 
simply information bits (e.g., 0s and Is) that are used to generate a synchronization signal 
and therefore the synchronization channel bits 920 do not indicate any particular 
frequency band that should be used for transmission. To the contrary, Applicants 
respectfully submit that the modulation symbol formed using the synchronization channel 
bits 920 could be transmitted in any frequency band. 

Second, Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner has erred in concluding 
that the paging channel bits 934 are frequency differentiators. Honkasalo describes a 
paging channel generator 906 that passes paging channel bits 934 through a convolutional 
encoder 936, symbol repetition 938, and a block interleaver 940 to create a modulation 
symbol. Thus, Applicants respectfully submit that the paging channel bits 934 are simply 
information bits (e.g., 0s and Is) that are used to generate a paging signal and therefore 
the paging channel bits 934 do not indicate any particular frequency band that should be 
used for transmission. To the contrary, Applicants respectfully submit that the 
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modulation symbol formed using the paging channel bits 934 could be transmitted in any 
frequency band. 

Third, Applicants respectfully submit that (even if one accepts for the sake of 
argument that the channel bits 920, 934 are frequency differentiators) the Examiner has 
erred in concluding that Honkasalo teaches using the channel bits 920, 934 to form a 
public long code mask. Honkasalo describes two long code generators 944, 970 that can 
be used to generate long code masks. The generated long code masks are then added to 
the appropriate modulated and interleaved signal, e.g., the signal formed using the paging 
channel bits or the signal formed using the traffic channel information. Thus. Honkasalo 
does not describe or suggest using the channel bits to form the long code masks. To the 
contrary, Honkasalo teaches that the channel bits are modulated and interleaved in one 
logical branch and the long code masks are generated in a second logical branch. The 
output from the two logical branches can then be summed at a later point in the 
processing flow. See, e.g., Honkasalo, Figures 15A-B. 

For at least the aforementioned reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that the 
pending claims are not anticipated by Honkasalo and request that the Examiner's 
rejections of claims 1-8 and 11-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be REVERSED . 



